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Due to the characteristics of intellectual property rights (“IPR”) and the continuous
disputes of IPR, it is crucial to forming the mechanism that can solve the IPR
related disputes efficiently.  Based on the diversity of citizens, cultures and judicial
systems of each country, every country has developed different mechanisms to
solve the IPR related disputes.
Therefore, for dealing with the disputes of IPR, Taiwan Government set up a
specialized mechanism, the Intellectual Property Court (“IPR Court”) in July 2008.
Comparing to Taiwan, China did not set up any specialized judicial system to deal
with IPR related disputes while the writer started this research.  Thus, as an
experienced lawyer in Taiwan, the writer is familiar with every perspective of the
judicial system in Taiwan.  So, the writer planned to introduce every perspective
of Taiwanese IPR Court, including the advantages and shortages of the court,
analyze the specialized judicial system and provide the reference for setting up
specialize judicial system and regulations in China.  However, China set up a
series of regulations and three specialized courts to settle IPR related issues in
October 2014, including the Beijing Intellectual Property Court, Shanghai
Intellectual Property Court and Guangzhou Intellectual Property Court.  These
IPR Courts represented a milestone of Chinese legal system.
Even both Taiwan and China had set up IPR judicial system separately, there are
various shortages and flaws in both systems. For protecting the rights of people
and solving disputes efficiently, there are far more issues of IPR judicial system in
both parties should be discussed.  Therefore, the writer modified the structure of
this essay as follows: (1) describing and analyzing the background and the
judicial system of Taiwanese IPR Court; (2) illustrating the background and the
judicial system of Chinese IPR Court; (3) providing suggestions for improving













Thus, the research subject is named as “The research on Taiwanese Specialized
Intellectual Judicial Mechanism and the Experiences that Chinese Judicial
System can learn.”  This essay is divided into seven sections, including the
introduction, five chapters of analyzing and comparison of the IPR judicial
systems of both parties and the conclusion.
Chapter 1 is the discussion of the necessity of setting up IPR specialized system.
This chapter will start from the characteristic of IPR- an ethereal property that
without corporeal existence.  Due to the characteristic discussed above, the
issues and disputes of IPR are different from other property rights.  Thus, this
chapter will provide the suggestions on procedures and organizations that may
enhance the protection the owner of IPR and the efficiency of solving IPR related
issues.  Last but not least, this chapter will review the IPR Court in both Taiwan
and China then discuss the shortages and flaws of these specialized judicial
systems.
Chapter 2 is the lessons from specialized IPR judicial systems of foreign
countries. Although both Taiwan and China set up the specialized mechanisms
that can solve civil, criminal and administrative issues that related to IPR, still, like
legislation, legislators should refer other countries’ experiences and adapt the
rules based on local culture.  Thus, this chapter will analyze and compare the
specialized judicial systems of America, Germany, Korean, Japan and Thailand.
This chapter then evaluates the advantages and weaknesses of each specialized
system.
Chapter 3 will illustrate the organization and the procedure of Taiwanese IPR
Court.  In this chapter, the writer will introduce the Taiwanese judicial system and
the disadvantages of the judicial system before setting up IPR Court.  Then, this
chapter will state the purpose and the importance of setting up IPR Court in
Taiwan.  Furthermore, this chapter will also depict the background of setting up













organization, the jurisdictions and the legal ground.  Finally, this chapter will
interpret the merits and the weaknesses of the IPR Court and lead to the main
idea of chapter 4.
Chapter 4 will provide the issues of the IPR Court in Taiwan and possible advice
for this court.  For example, in this chapter, the writer will refer official data of the
Taiwanese IPR Court and explain whether the court can fix the IPR related issues
efficiently and properly or not.  Moreover, the writer will study and present the
problems of the Taiwanese IPR Court and the causes of these problems.  Lastly,
the writer will give suggestions that may improve or modify the problems above.
Chapter 5 mentions how the Chinese IPR Courts can learn a lesson from
Taiwan’s experiences.  In this chapter, the writer will introduce the Chinese
judicial system and the disadvantages of the judicial system before setting up IPR
Court. Then, the writer will explain why and how the Chinese government chose
to set up IPR Court in Beijing, Shanghai and Guangzhou.  This chapter will
present the current state and the weaknesses of Chinese IPR Court as well.
Besides, based on the experiences, the strong points and the lacks of Taiwanese
IPR Court, the writer will evaluate every perspective of Chinese IPR Courts.
Later, the writer will give the suggestions of Chinese IPR Courts based on former
discussion.  Therefore, by following the suggestions, both Taiwanese and
Chinese judicial system can deal with IPR related conflicts properly and efficiently
and protect the rights of people in both Taiwan and China.
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